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I. 


PURPOSE 


The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  examine  the  current  parking 
situation  and  use  patterns  in  the  Dillon  downtown  area.   This 
study  seeks  to  identify  under-utilized  parking  areas  and  those 
areas  where  shortages  of  parking  spaces  occur.   This  study 
attempts  to  quantify  the  various  elements  of  parking  -  such 
as  the  amount  of  overparking,  the  amount  of  long-term  parking, 
etc.   -   in  order  to  provide  the  base  data  necessary  for  public 
decision  making.   This  study  examines  the  current  parking 
enforcement  system  and  the  uses  of  the  revenue  it  produces . 
Alternative  parking  systems  are  reviewed.   Finally,  this  study 
examines  the  provision  of  parking  facilities  to  meet  current 
and  future  needs . 

II .   METHODOLOGY 

The  study  utilized  both  field  and  office  research.   The 
"interval  monitoring  technique",  as  applied  by  Clete  Daily  and 
Associates  of  Helena,  was  the  selected  field  method.   This 
method  has  been  used  for  sim.ilar  parking  studies  conducted  in 
Shelby,  Missoula,  Helena,  Billings  and  Great  Falls. 

By  utilizing  this  technique,  a  study  area  was  defined.   The 
Dillon  downtown  area  was  selected  because  it  was  identified  in 
the  Beaverhead  Chamber  of  Commerce  Downtown  Survey  to  be  the 
area  most  critical  in  terms  of  need.   It  was  necessary  to  define 
the  limits  of  the  downtown  area  for  the  purposes  of  this  study. 
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Although  standard  statistical  methods  exist  for  defining  the 
"central  business  district"  of  a  town,  they  could  not  be  used 
because  of  the  lack  of  detailed  land  use  information.   The 
parking  study  area  was  defined  and  delineated  on  a  map  using 
the  following  criteria:   1.)   The  area  was  in  the  Original 
Townsite,   2.)   The  block  face  was  used  at  least  50%  for  com- 
mercial purposes,   and  3.)   The  block  face  was  observed  to 
be  currently  used  for  downtown  parking  or  was  within  one  (1) 
block  walking  distance  from  Idaho  Street.   Based  on  this, 
the  study  area  boundaries  were  Helena  Street  on  the  north, 
Montana  Street  on  the  west,  Reeder  Street  on  the  south  and 
Idaho  Street  and  Washington  Street  on  the  east  (see  appendix). 

The  next  step  was  to  do  a  physical  inventory  of  the 
available  parking  spaces  within  this  area.   On-street  parking 
spaces  and  off-street  (parking  lot)  spaces  were  inventoried. 
The  type  and  location  of  the  spaces  for  each  block  face  and 
each  parking  lot  were  listed  on  separate  "field  data  sheets" 
(appendix).   The  breakdown  of  types  of  parking  spaces  shows 
that  858  parking  spaces  were  inventoried.   Of  these,  661  were 
"standard"  spaces  while  197  were  "non-standard"  spaces.   There 
were  242  spaces  regulated  by  parking  meters. 


-2- 


■  '•i-^4Pt  '^■■'.'•■i.-^*i.-:A-'irtt   -T.-i^,.^.^ 


.^  ?  •  <;.  ^a.^.5f  i»6 


es^' 


The  actual  survey  was  done  on  two  (2)  separate  days  - 
Wednesday,  July  8,  1981;   and  Thursday,  July  30,  1981.   These 
days  were  selected  to  represent  a  "slow"  business  day,  Wednesday; 
and  a  "busy"  business  day  Thursday.   This  was  done  in  attempt 
to  collect  data  on  days  with  differing  parking  demand.   The 
surveyors  were  each  assigned  an  individual  circuit  covering  part 
of  the  study  area.   Each  surveyor  began  his/her  circuit  on  the 
half  hour,  with  the  first  circuit  beginning  at  9  A.M.  and  the 
last  at  5  P.M.   A  field  data  sheet  was  used  to  record  the  license 
plate  number  of  each  vehicle  in  the  exact  place  it  was  parked. 
Overparked  vehicles  and  illegally  parked  vehicles  were  recorded. 
The  data  sheet  for  each  block  face  shows  a  complete  record  of 
^  the  daily  parking  pattern  -  who  parked  where,  when  and  for  how 
long . 

III.  ANALYSIS  AND  INTERPRETATION  OF  DATA 

The  appendix  contains  the  individual  statistical  breakdown 
and  note  the  definition  sheet.   A  summary  of  the  daily  results 
is  also  included.   Most  computations  were  broken  down  for  each 
block  face  or  off-street  lot,  but  are  not  presented  here  because 
of  the  massiveness  of  the  data.   The  author  can  supply  this   ^.,.-. 
specific  information  upon  request. 
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Total  accumulation,  a  measure  of  the  number  of  vehicles 
parked,  was  2,237  vehicles  for  Wednesday  and  2,252  vehicles  for 
Thursday.   Overall,  there  wasn't  much  difference  in  usage  between 
our  "slow"  and  "busy"  days.   In  fact,  on-street  accumulation  was 
higher  on  Wednesday  than  on  Thursday.   It  appears  that  we  coinciden- 
tally  chose  a  Thursday  which  was  not  very  busy.   My  observations 
of  parking  conditions  during  "Crazy  Days",  Friday,  August  7th, 
indicate  that  Dillon  does  experience  much  busier  shopping  days 
than  the  "busy"  Thursday  we  surveyed.   Nevertheless,  the  two  (2) 
sur\'-ey  days  might  be  representative  of  "average"  business  days 
and,  thus,  "average"  parking  days. 

The  most  heavily  used  on-street  parking  area  for  both  days 
was  the  west  side  of  Montana  Street,  between  Bannack  and  Glen- 
dale  Streets.   This  is  the  on-street  parking  in  front  of  the 
museum.   Other  peak  accumulation  block  faces  are  listed  on  the 
summary  sheet.   The  most  heavily  used  parking  lot  was  the  Safe- 
way lot,  which  had  a  9  A.M.  -  5  P.M.  usage  of  430  vehicles  for 
July  8th  and  502  vehicles  for  July  30th.   The  Safeway  lot  is 
also  used  for  parking  by  some  downtown  workers  'and  most  City  of 
Dillon  employees. 

Idaho  Street  had  the  highest  accumulation  of  vehicles.   How- 
ever, people  parked  longer  on  Montana  Street  so  that  Montana  ' 
Street  gets  a  larger  amount  of  use  as  computed  in  vehicle  hours. 
Much  of  the  long-term  parking  on  Montana  Street  takes  place  on 
the  west  side  of  the  street  between  Glendale  and  Reeder  Streets. 
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Duration  and  average  duration  measures  how  long  a  vehicle 
was  parked.    'Duration  figures  for  both  July  8th  and  July  30th, 
show  that  67°o  of  the  vehicles  were  parked  on-street  for  15  minutes, 
14%  were  parked  for  30   minutes,  and  about  5%   were  parked  for 
one  (1)  hour.   The  street  by  street  breakdown  shows  a  simdlar 
pattern.   For  example,  on  Idaho  Street  for  July  30th,  81%  were 
parked  for  15  minutes  and  10%  for  30  minutes.   The  individual 
block  face  breakdowns  also  show  a  high  parcentage  of  short  term 

parkers.   The  on-street  average  duration  was  about  45  minutes 

2 

for  both  days.    'The  average  duration  for  Idaho  Street  was  about 

33  minutes  for  both  days.   For  Montana  Street,  the  two  (2)  day 
average  was  about  55  minutes.   These  duration  and  average 
W  duration  figures  indicate  that  the  downtown  as  a  whole  as  well 
as  the  m.ain  business  streets  of  Idaho  Street  and  Montana  Street 
are  getting  good  use  and  a  high  rate  of  turnover  by  shoppers. 
Parking  is  shorter  in  average  duration  in  Dillon  as  compared 
to  average  duration  of  parking  in  other  Montana  cities. 


1.  These  statistics  were  based  on  the  assumption  that  if  a  vehicle 
was  seen  on  only  one  (1)  circuit,  it  was  parked  for  15  minutes.   if 
the  vehicle  was  seen  twice,  for  example  at  9  and  9:30,  then  it  was 
assumed  to  have  been  parked  30  minutes.   if  seen  three  (3)  times   at 
9,  9:30  and  10:00,  it  was  parked  for  50  minutes. 

2.  This  figure  appears  "high"  in  comparison  to  the  duration  per- 
centage due  to  the  effect  of  a  few  long-term  parkers  on  the  average. 


^ 
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3 . 
'Turnover  specifically  measures  the  number  of  vehicles  per 

stall  per  day  that  utilize  parlvinq  by  various  types  of  breakdowns 

-  by  street,  block  face,  parking  lot,  eiic.   The  on-street  average 

for  both  days  was  about  3.5  vehicles/stall/day.   For  both  days, 

Idaho  Street  averaged  4.9  vehicles/stall/day,  while  Montana 

Street  averaged  3.3  vehicles/stall/day.   Obviously,  Idaho  Street 

had  the  higher  turnover.   These  turnover  figures  coupled  with  the 

short  duration  figures  indicate  that  the  parlcing  soaces  were  un-  ' 

occupied  for  part  of  the  day. 

Occupancy  relates  the  amount  of  actual  use  of  a  parking  space 

to  the  total  time  that  parking  space  is  available  to  parkers 

(8  hours,  study  period  interval).   If  over  an  8  hour  period, 

4  different  vehicles  park  1  hour  each  in  the  same  space,  the  space 

has  a  50%  occupancy  rate.   Conversely,  the  space  is  unoccupied  50% 

of  the  time.   Because  the  study  turnover  rates  are  relatively  high 

and  because  duration  rates  are  low,  the  occupancy  rates  for  all 

breakdowns  -  by  block  face,  street  or  study  area  total  -  are 

4 
substantially  below  capacity.    'The  overall  on-street  average 

for  both  days  was  33%  which  is  far  below  the  maximum  of  80%  -  90%. 


3.  These  figures  were  compiled  by  Clete  Daily  and  Associates. 
See  "average  time  period  parked"  in  appendix. 

4.  If  a  space  has  an  occupancy  rate  of  80%  -  90%  it  is  considered 
to  be  "at  capacity".   This  is  because  of  the  time  reguired  to  park 
and  unpark  a  vehicle.   This  assumption  is  based  on  other  parking 
studies  done  by  Clete  Daily  and  Associates  of  Helena. 
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The  busiest  block  face,  the  west  side  of  Montana  Street  between 
Bannack  and  Glendale  Streets,  had  an  occupancy  rate  of  51%  for 
July  8th.   For  both  days,  Idaho  Street  had  an  average  on-street 
occupancy  of  34%,  while  Montana  Street  averaged  37?^.   The  most 
important  parking  lot  in  terms  of  number  of  spaces,  overaii  accumu- 
lation, and  shopping  location  (King's  parking  lot  on  Washington 
Street)  had  an  average  occupancy  rate  of  only  25%  for  the  two  (2) 
days . 

Simply  put;   The  statistics  of  duration,  average  duration, 
turnover  and  occupancy  indicate  that  there  was  not  any  shortage 
of  parking  spaces  -  by  block  face,  street,  lot  or  total  study 
area  -  on  the  days  we  surveyed.  Usage  was  generally  about  half, 
(^^  or  slightly  less,  of  capacity.   A  few  block  faces  did  have  usage 
rates  above  the  daily  averages. 

To  qualify  the  previous  paragraph:   It  is  not  clear  whether 
a  shortage  of  parking  spaces  would  occur  on  a  really  busy  shop- 
ping day.   The  summary  sheets  (appendix)  indicate  the  so  called 
slow  and  busy  parking  days  were  extremely  similar.   Another 
survey  day  would  help  to  clarify  the  question  of  whether  short- 
ages occur  on  particular  block  faces,  but  another  survey  day  is 
beyond  our  resources.   I  personally  conducted  an  informal,  un- 
scientific (but  relevant)  observation  of  the  demand  for  parking 
during  the  "Crazy  Days"  shopping  promotion.   By  counting  unoccupied 
parking  spaces,  it  was  possible  to  get  a  rough  idea  of  occupancy.   In 
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the  area  bounded  by  Montana  Street,  Center  Street,  Idaho  Street 
and  Glendale  Street  there  was  about  one  (1)  unoccupied  space 
available  per  block  face.   The  informal  parking  lots  in  the  area 
were  all  full.   King's  parking  lot  and  the  city  metered  lot  were 
full.   Parking  space  was  reduced  by  merchants  roping  off  some 
spaces  to  be  used  as  display  space.   if  "Crazy  Days"  is  typical 
of  a  busy  shopping  day  and  is  not  merely  an  atypical  shopping 
event,  then  the  current  number  of  spaces  is  barely  adeguate. 
The  area  I  obser\-ed  was  definitely  at  capacity. 

Overparking  is  illegal  parking  where  the  vehic: e  is  parked 
without  money  in  the  meter.   The  amount  of  overparking  was  sub- 
stantial.  Overall  for  both  days,  40%  of  those  who  parked  in 
(^^  metered  spaces  were  overparked.   Center  Street  had  53%  over- 
parking  on  July  8th.   Most  of  the  overparking  was  of  short  dur- 
ation -  from  15-30  minutes,  although  there  were  some  people 
who  were  overparked  for  several  hours.   Eight  vehicles  were 
seen  on  July  8th  to  be  overparked  from  the  day  before  (parking 
tickets  on  their  windshields)  and  were  overparked  for  additional 
time  on  July  8th.   These  vehicles  were  probably'  those  of  apart- 
ment dwellers.   The  actual  average  of  overparking  was  probably 
higher  than  40%  due  to:   1.)   Advance  publicity  of  the  sur^/ey 
which  may  have  encouraged  a  somewhat  higher  degree  of  meter 
feeding  than  normal,   and  2.)   Several  people  were  observed 
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running  out  to  plug  the  meters  just  before  the  surveyors  arriv- 
ed.  Apparently,  they  thought  the  surveyors  were  meter  enforce- 
ment personnel.   "Beating  the  system"  is  a  well  developed  game 
in  which  many  downtown  parkers  try  to  figure  out  when  the  meter 
person  is  out.   Money  is  put  in  when  the  merer  person  is  out  and 
the  meters  are  often  ignored  other\^ise.   Apparently,  some  store 
employees  alert  each  other  by  telephone  when  the  mater  person 
is  sighted  com.ing  down  their  block. 

Downtown  businessmen  should  be  concerned  amout  the  amount 
of  overparking,  and  especially  about  any  long-term  overparking. 
Wilbur  Smith  and  Associates  has  estimated  that,  in  1966  dollars, 
a  "well  located  parking  space  in  a  downtown  retail  area  produces 
i^      gross  sales  of  up  to  $  20,000.00.  annually".   ^'if  only  1/4  of 
the  average  amount  of  overparking  occurs  in  "well  located" 
metered  spaces  and  is  committed  by  non-shoppers,  then  the  52.75 
hours  of  daily  overtime  parking  is  costing  Dillon  downtown 
businessmen  about  $150,714.14.  per  year  in  gross  sales. ^* 
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5.  Shelby  Merchant  Action  Plan,  Clete  Daily  and  Associates,  1981, 
from  Transportation  and  Parking  for  Tomorrows  Cities,  Wilbur  Smith 
and  Associates,  1966. 

5.^  Ibid.   Based  on  a  loss  of  sales  of  $2 ,8  57 . 14. Aour  overparked 
daily  one  (1)  year.   52.75  hours  is  1/4  of  the  average  daily  amount 
of  overparking  ^211  hours).   The  majority  of  people  who  overpark 
were  m  a  space  for  15  -  30  minutes  -  this  indicates  that  the  major- 
ity of  overparking  in  acciiniulated  vehicles  was  done  by  the  shoppers 
themselves ,  -^  l  l 
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The  amount  of  parking  in  non-standard  spaces  is  one  indication 
of  whether  or  not  there  is  adequate  availability  of  standard  spaces. 
For  July  8th,  only  5?o  (69  vehicles)  were  parked  in  non-standard 
spaces.   On  July  30th,  only  2%    (35  vehicles)  were  in  non-standard 
spaces.   iMost  of  the  non-standard  parking  occurred  in  non-critical 
areas,  such  as  parking  in  front  of  (blocking)  business  driveways 
and  parking  in  alleys.   This  sur^.-ey  found  that  there  was  adequate 
parking  space  available,  thus,  ■:hG  amount  of  non-standard  parking  ' 
was  low. 

Long-term  parking  is  a  measure  of  parking  by  downtown  workers 

or  residents  since  shoppers  are  known  to  generally  park  on  the 

7 
average  of  30  minutes.    'Long-term  parkers  (3-8  hours)  account- 

W   ed  for  an  average  of  5  1/2%  of  all  vehicles  parked  on-street.   in 

the  city  metered  parking  lot,  long-term  parkers  comprised  an 

average  of  33%  of  all  who  used  the  lot.   Because  parking  in  an 

off-street  lot  is  slightly  less  convenient  then  parking  right  in 

front  of  the  business  door,  it  is  preferred  that  long-term  parkers 

use  parking  lots  so  that  shoppers  can  use  the  on-street  spaces. 

Because  shoppers  park  for  shor-c  durations,  they  are  generally 

unwilling  to  spend  much  of  their  time  walking  to  their  destination 

v/hile  a  person  who  will  be  downtown  3-8  hours  should  be 


7.   Helena  Parking  and  Traffic  Circulation  Study,  Clete  Daily  and 
Associates. 

C 
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^\^illing  to  accept  a  longer  -walliing  distance.    'The  point  is  that 
there  should  have  been  a  much  higher  usage  of  the  city  metered  lot 
by  long-term  parkers.   Many  of  these  long-term,  parkers  were  store 
employees,  managers  or  (apparently)  downtown  apartm.ent  dwellers. 
The  amount  of  long-term  parking  in  prime  spaces  averaged  176  hours, 

This  represents  a  loss  in  annual  gross  sales  of  $502,856.64. 

9 .    .         . 

'Obviously,  it  is  economically  advantageous  for  dovmtown  workers 

not  to  par:,  in  prime  on-street  spaces,  w'hether  in  front  of  their 
own  stores  or  someone  else's  store. 

Under-utilized  parking  spaces,  which  are  not  prim.e  spaces  for 
shoppers  and  which  could  be  used  by  long-term  parkers  include: 
1.)   Both  sides  of  Washington  Street  between  Center  Street  and 
W  Glendale  Street,   2.)   West  Side  of  Montana  Street  berween  Sebree 
Street  and  Reeder  Street,   3.)   Paul  Picton's  rental  spaces  at  the 
Southeast  corner  of  Montana  Street  and  Glendale  Street,   and 
4.)   Both  sides  of  Sebree  Street  between  Montana  Street  and  Idaho 
Street  -  but  not  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Post  Office.   If  "behind 
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8.  Shelby  Merchant  Action  Plan,  Clete  Daily  and  Associates,  1981, 
page  14. 

9.  Based  on  loss  of  sales  of  $2 , 857 . 14. /daily  hour  of  long-term/ 
year.   The  higher  the  occupancy  rate,  the  greater  the  potential  for 
lost  sales  from  long-tenri  parkers.   Because  some  of  those  who  parked 
long-term  in  prime  spaces  were  also  overparked,  this  figure  should 
not  be  combined  w^ith  the  loss  in  sales  derived  from  overparking  above. 


-11- 


.  ■^'*;  .rt^v'^e'*^  ■r^.tiiff-fi'^^-i--.W,jij«;.4^iS'.  >:■,'-     .-.  "  -■-  1-.--  ■^rvJ:'<.^-;Ati--OjJtfiii;.^ 


the  building"  parking  is  not  available,  the  long-term  parker  should 
park  in  the  above  spaces.   Parking  in  the  city  metered  lot  is  not 
quite  so  desirable,  because  the  lot  is  fairly  close  to  the  heart 
of  the  downto-w-n,  but  is  more  desirable  than  long-term  parking  in 
prime  on-street  spaces. 

The  vehicle  origin  data  indicates  that  the  number  of  out  of 
state  Parkers  is  greater  than  those  from  Montana  outside  of 
Beaverhead  County.   Because  we  sur\^eyed  during  the  vacation  sea- 
son, this  probably  is  not  true  all  year  long.   However,  tourism 
IS  im^portant  to  Dillon  and  those  who  are  from  out  of  state  need 
adequate  signing,  readable  street  signs  and  signs  which  identify 
public  parking  lots. 

One  of  the  important  findings  is  the  extent  to  which  "infor- 
mal" parking  lots  are  being  used  (see  appendix).   There  is  an 
average  of  38  vehicles  using  these  lots  for  an  average  of  88 
vehicle  hours  per  day.   During  "Crazy  Days",  the  Holcumb  lot, 
the  "corner"  lot,  and  the  railroad  siding  were  completely  full 
(35  spaces  total  which  provide  a  possible  usage  for  280  vehicle 
hours/day).   Obviously,  these  lots  are  used  daily  and  also  serve 
as  overflow  parking  areas  during  busy  downtown  days.   These 
"informal"  lots  could  be  developed  for  commercial  purposes  in  the 
future,  with  the  possible  exception  of  the  railroad  siding.   All 
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of  the  infcrinal  lots  are  well  located  in  the  doxviitown  and  are  com- 
mercially viable.   When  this  happens,  those  people  who  lormerly 
used  the  lots  will  now  be  parking  on-street.   Additional  parking 
demand  will  also  be  created  by  the  new  businesses.   A  future 
squeeze  or  shortage  could  result,'  especially  on  busy  retail  days. 
Increases  in  parking  demand  are  a  very  real  possibility  due  to: 
1.)   Normal  growth  of  Dillon's  population,   2.)   Possible  adop- 
tion of  a  plan  to  contain  and  encourage  new  city  development  in 
the  downtown,   and   3.)   The  possibility  that  Dillon  will  exper- 
ience some  sort  of  oil  or  mineral  related  deve: opment . 

The  sur\^ey  found  that  there  is  not  adequate  off-street  park- 
ing for  downtown  apartment  dwellers.   It  is  obvious  that  Tiany  of 
these  renters  are  parking  for  long  periods  on-street.   It  should 
also  be  pointed  out  that  there  is  a  considerable  amount  of  vacant 
floor  space,  primarily  upstairs  apartment  and  office  space,  in 
downtown  buildings.   If  these  vacant  areas  are  rented  out  in  the 
future  (and  they  should  be),  then  the  number  of  on-street  long- 
term  parkers  will  increase. 

IV.   SUMMARY  OF  FINDINGS  FROM  FIELD  SUR^/EY 

The  findings  may  be  sum_marized: 

1.  There  was  not  a  shortage  of  spaces  on  the  days  surveyed. 

2.  On  a  day  with  parking  demand  similar  to  "Crazy  Days", 

in  the  downtown  core,  the  present  facilities  would  be  at  capacity. 
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3.  There  is  considerable  overparking  -  at  least  40".;  (and 
probably  more)  of  all  those  parlved  in  metered  spaces.   The 
majority  of  this  is  short  term,  15-30  minutes,  vhich  indi- 
cates that  many  shoppers  overpark  regularly. 

4.  The  amount  of  long-term  parking  in  prime  spaces  averages 
176  hours  per  day,  which  is  a  high  figure.  Many  of  these  parkers 
are  business  managers,  employees  or  apartment  dwellers. 

5.  Long-term  and  overtime  parkers  in  prime  spaces  cost  the 
businessman  money  in  loss  of  sales. 

6.  Use  of  informal  parking  lots  is  significant  -  the  parkers 
currently  using  informal  lots  will  be  parking  on-street  when  these 
areas  are  developed  in  the  future. 

7.  There  is  not  enough  off-street  parking  for  second  story 
uses  (apartments  and  offices)  and  there  will  be  a  greater  problem 
if  the  several  vacant  upstairs  apartments  and  offices  are  rented 
in  the  future. 

Based  on  these  findings,  it  is  recommended  that: 

1.  At  least  one  more  parking  lot  should  be  acquired  to  pro- 
vide for  future  needs. 

2.  Those  businessmen  and  employees  who  are  currently  parking 
in  prime  spaces  should  park  in  the  indicated  under-utilized  areas 
and  walk  that  extra  block,  especially  on  busy  retail  days  and  sale 
days . 
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3.  Areas  behind  downtown  buildings  which  are  vacant  and 
which  are  capable  of  providing  any  parking  at  all,  should  be 
developed  for  employee  or  apartment  dweller  parking.   (Examples: 
One  (1)  space  available  behind  the  Lobby  Bar,  one  (1)  space 
available  behind  the  Electronic  Gameroom,  two  (2)  spaces  pos- 
sible behind  Later 's  and  Ed's.) 

4.  Any  unused  rentable  parking  spaces  should  be  identified, 
rented  and  used  by  downtowners.   For  example,  it  might  be  possible 
to  rent  a  f€M    spaces  in  the  Grace  United  Methodist  Church  parking 
lot,  since  there  are  always  unused  spaces  available  during  week- 
days.  Also,  Paul  Picton  presently  has  three  (3)  unused  spaces 
for  rent  at  Glendale  and  Montana  Streets. 

V.    THE  PRESENT  ENFORCEMENT  SYSTEM 

Due  to  financial  and  manpower  restraints,  the  enforcement  of 
overtime  parking  violations  is  limited.   Ticketing  occurs  a  total 
of  12  hours  from  Monday  through  Friday,  with  no  ticketing  on 
Saturdays.   However,  through  rotation  of  the  meter  person's  work- 
ing hours  the  "threat  of  getting  a  ticket"  is  increased.   The 
Police  Department  should  be  commended  for  its  maximization  of 
enforcement,  given  the  restraints. 
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Police  Department  figures  from  December  1980  -  July  1981, 
show  that  an  average  of  35  parking  tickets  are  issued  daily. 
The  two  (2)  days  of  the  parking  sur^^ey  indicate  that  an  average 
accumulation  of  about  42  5  vehicles  are  overparked  daily.   The 
average  of  35  parking  tickets  issued  accounts  for  only  S%   of 
all  people  who  overpark.   Overall,  tlie  user  of  a  m.etered  parking 
space  has  a  92?^  chance  that  he  wil]  n_ot  be  caught  and  ticketed 
if  he  does  not  put  money  in  the  meter. 

Even  if  a  parking  ticket  is  issued  the  individual  can  ignore 
the  fine  without  serious  penalties.   Although  the  Police  Depart- 
m.ent  tries  to  collect  unpaid  fines  through  the  mail,  many  people 
simply  choose  not  to  pay.   Some  com.e  in  once  a  year  to  pay  for 
W'   several  tickets  at  once. 

The  present  enforcement  system  is  based  upon  two  (2)  City 
ordinances  and  a  City  Council  Motion.   Ordinance  #273  (May,  1956), 
provides  for  a  fine  of  $100.00.  for  those  who  fail  to  pay  park- 
ing tickets.   Also,  the  ordinance  gives  the  Police  Department 
the  authority  to  impound  a  vehicle  which  has  received  two  (2) 
or  more  unpaid  tickets.   Ordinance  #279  (May,  1959),  sets  the  max- 
imum parking  limits  for  various  streets  and  makes  it  illegal  to 
park  for  over  two  (2)  hours  in  the  "business  district".   The 
present  parking  ticket  fine  system  was  established  by  a  motion 
made  by  former  Councilman  Jerry  Hawkins  in  1977.   This  motion 
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was  not  formally  established  through  a  City  ordinance. 

Some  idea  of  the  degree  of  non-compliance  in  paying  parking 
fines  can  be  grasped  from  Police  Department  figures  (appendix). 
As  of  July  31,  1981,  there  is  an  unpaid  balance  for  Beaverhead 
County  vehicles  of  $8,640.00.  in  parking  meter  fines.   This 
would  be  about  4,320  separate  tickets,  based  on  the  assumption 
that  they  are  all  $2.00.  tickets.   It  is  my  understanding  that 
there  are  several  individuals  who  have  amassed  as  much  as 
$90.00.  (45  tickets)  in  unpaid  parking  tickets. 

The  enforcement  of  an  additional  fine  and/or  impoundment 
of  the  vehicle  for  failure  to  pay  parking  tickets  (Ordinance 
#273)  is  non-existant.   It  is  my  understanding,  based  on  a 
conversation  with  Dillon  City  Attorney  W.G.  Gilbert,  Jr.,  such 
sanctions  against  those  who  fail  to  pay  parking  tickets  are  on 
very  shakey  legal  ground  and  are  presently  unenforceable  due  to 
the  recent  Shea  Court  Case.   In  the  Shea  case,  it  was  ruled  that 
it  is  unlawful  to  arrest  a  person  for  parking  ticket  violations, 
to  imprison  them,   or  to  impound  their  vehicle  unless  the  Police 
Department  can  prove  that  it  was  actually  the  registered   owner 
of  the  vehicle  who  was  responsible  for  the  overparldLng  violation. 
The  meter  persons  do  not  usually  see  the  culprit,  thus,  it  is 
very  difficult  to  get  sufficient:  proof. 
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Two  (2)  people  whom  I  spoke  with  to  on  the  street  told  me 
literally  that  the  police  would  have  to  arrest  them  and  throw 
them  in  jail  before  they  would  even  consider  paying  any  parking 
tickets . 

The  simple  fact  of  the  matter  is  that,  under  the  present 
enforcement  system,  there  are  few  disincentives  for  overtime 
parking  because: 

1.)   To  plug  the  meter  costs  Forty  Cents  ($.40)  per  day 
(at  $.10  for  2  hours)  versus  Fifty  Cents  ($.50)  for  a  parking 
ticket,  there  is  little  difference  in  cost, 

2.)   Ticketing  affects  only  3%  of  the  overparkers,  thus, 
the  chance  of  getting  even  a  Fifty  Cent  ($.50)  fine  is  minimal, 
and, 

3.)   There  is  not  enough  legal  clout  to  force  payment  of 
parking  tickets.   The  guest ions  arise:   Is  there  any  better 
system?   Would  it  be  legally  enforceable?   Could  the  taxpayers 
afford  it? 

VI.   PARKING  REVErJUES 

Parking  Revenue  Cash  Flow  (appendix)  shows  hov,^  revenue 
collected  from  parking  meters  and  parking  tickets  are  used  by 
the  City  of  Dillon.   Note  that  the  present  enforcement  and  col- 


i«^!3i^J';r~i^ 


^k 


•-,^0^ 


lection  system  provides  $7,037.89.  for  City  ser^^ices  unrelated 
to  parking.   If  the  present  meter  system  is  to  be  abolished, 
there  is  $7,087.89.  which  will  have  to  be  made  up  from  other 
sources,  such  as  higher  permit  or  license  fees,  an  increased 
mill  levy,  or  other  tax.   if  the  present  system  is  to  be  modi- 
fied, a  cost/benefit  analysis  of  the  alternative  should  be 
provided. 

VII.  POSSIBLE  ALTERNATIVES 

One  (1)  alternative  to  the  present  meter  regulated  system 
is  to  adopt  a  "free"  system,  where  one  does  not  pay  to  park. 
In  a  totally  free  system,  there  isn't  any  legal  penalty  for  long- 
term  parkers.  Long-term  parkers  will  have  to  be  persuaded  not  to 
park  in  prime  downtown  spaces.  Someone  must  provide  a  convenient 
place  for  these  people  to  park  -  off-street  lots,  spaces  behind 
buildings,  or  under-utilized  on-street  spaces. 

The  City  of  Shelby,  Montana,  has  such  a  free  system.   The 
system  "is  internally  controlled",  which  means  that  a  merchant's 
association  "polices"  the  long-termL  parkers.   The  persuasion  is 
economics  -  long-term  parkers  cost  the  businessman  money.   Shelby, 
Montana,  acguired  off-street  parking  lots  be-fore  free  parking  was 
adopted.   Long-term  parkers  are  expectea  to  utilize  tha  lots.  Shelby 
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Coiraiunity  Development  Director,  Terry  Dimock,  indicates  that  the 
free  system  is  working  (see  appendix).   The  Shelby  Merchant  Actio 


Plan  indicates  that  under  the  free  system,  downtowners  are  not 
using  the  off-street  lots  as  much  as  they  should.   Al  Eulberg, 
Shelby  Chief  of  Police,  told  me  that  identification  of  a  store 
employee's  vehicle  was  noc  always  easy  because  the  employee  mnght 
drive  a  different  vehicle  on  different  davs. 

The  benefits  of  a  free  system  include: 

1.)   No  m.ore  hassle  or  worries  about  feeding  the  meters, 
2.)   Free  Parking  is  a  sales  tool  which  downtown  merchants  can 
use  to  compete  with  strip  development  or  shopping  malls,  thus,  it 
may  help  to  strengthen  the  downtown  and  reduce  urban  sprawl,  and 
3.)   Since  there  isn't  any  enforcement,  the  Police  Department  is 
freed  from  parking  adm.inist ration  problems  (such  as  trying  to  col- 
lect 4,320  unpaid  parking  tickets)  and  may  concentrate  on  more 
pressing  matters.   In  addition,  a  free  system  appears  to  have  con- 
siderable popular  support  even  when  it  is  explained  that  the  lost 
City  revenues  might  mean  higher  taxes  or  permit  fees.   "'"'^'The 
detrimients  of  a  free  system  include:   1.)   it  will  mean  other 
sources  of  funds  will  be  needed  to  replace  the  $7,087.89.  per  year 
which  the  present  system  contributes  to  non-parking  related  City 
expenditures,   2.)   Self  regulation  may  not  work  well,  especially 


10.   The  amount  of  popular  support  could  be  determined  .  through  a 
large  sample  public  opinion  poll. 
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if  a  merchants  association  cannot  get  Tv-idespread  support  from 

long-term  parkers.   If  long-term  parkers  (vhich  could  include 

shoppers  vino   decide  to  park  long-term)  park  in  prime  spaces, 

this  could  end  up  costing  the  merchants  in  loss  of  sales.   City 

Attorney  W.G.  Gilbert,  Jr.,  told  me  that  free  parking  was  tried 

in  Dillon  35  years  ago,  and  did  not  work.   it  is  my  understanding 

that  Police  Chief  Tom  Depew  holds  the  opir:ion  that  free  parking 

will  not  work  without  a  two  (2)  hour  parking  limdt  -  which  would 

require  at  least  1  person  to  chalk  tires  and  issue  tickets.   In 

such  a  case,  the  system  would  not  be  free,  and  the  enforcement 

costs  would  be  much  more  expensive.   One  possibility  would  be 

to  try  a  free  system  for  a  temporary  period  (3  months,  for 
i 
^^   example),  do  a  survey  to  see  how  it  is  working,  and  make  the  final 

decision  based  on  the  trial  experience. 

Another  alternative  is  to  adopt  a  two  (2)  hour  parking 

ordinance,  where  parking  is  free  for  the  first  two  (2)  hours 

after  which  parking  tickets  are  issued.   This  systiem  has  these 

benefits:   1.)   Since  shoppers  usually  park  for  30  minutes  or  less, 

it  would  be  nearly  as  attractive  to  them  as  a  totally  free  system, 

2.)   Penalties  would  be  assessed  against  long-term  parkers,  which 

would  provide  some  turnover,   and   3.)   The  fine  system  would  still 

generate  some  revenue  for  City  expenses.   Detriments  include: 

1.)   Enforcement  by  chalking  tires  on  two  (2)  hour  intervals  would 
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necessitate  higher  Police  Department  labor  costs   -   1  full  time 
person  would  be  needed  just  for  that  purpose,   2.)   Probably 
the  City  would  not  be  able  to  cover  the  increased  labor  costs 
with  parking  ticket  revenues  alone  (the  meter  revenues  would 
be  lost),   and   3.)   Without  stronger  legal  sanctions  against 
those  who  do  not  pay,  compliance  with  the  law  would  not  be 
better  then  the  present  system  and  the  administration" headaches 
would  continue. 

The  third  alternative  is  to  retain  the  present  system. 
Benefits  include:   1.)   It  generates  a  "profit"  for  the  City  of 
about  $7,087.89.  annually,   2.)   Police  Department  administration 
costs  are  relatively  low,   and   3.)   It  does  provide  some  use 
rationing  (its  primar^^  purpose).   Detriments  include:   1.)   En- 
forcement is  limited,   2.)   There  is  not  adequate  legal  clout 
to  get  the  lawbreakers  to  pay  their  fines,   3.)   The  collection 
of  fines  is  slow,  time  consuming,  awk;\-ard  and  inefficient,   and 
4.)   It  appears  that  the  meter  system  does  not  have  widespread 
support,  although  this  needs  to  be  quantified. 
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VI I I. PROVISION  OF  NEW  PARKING  FACILITIES 

The  development  of  the  few  small  vacant  areas  behind  down- 
town buildings  for  parking  could  be  economically  undertaken  by 
the  business  or  building  owners  themselves.   Usually  all  that 
is  necessary  is  to  clean  the  area  up,  lay  down  a  gravel  surface, 
and  sign  the  area.   Everyone  of  these  spaces  should  pay  for  it- 
self through  the  reduction  of  lost  sales  to  long-term  on-street 
parkers . 

The  possibility  of  leasing  spaces  fron;  the  Grace  United 
Methodist  Church  or  other  daytime  low  use  lots  should  be  explored 
by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Development  of  another  parking  lot  is  recommended.   The 
"Holcumb  House"  property,  Washington  Street  at  Bannack  Street, 
is  by  far  the  most  attractive  location  for  a  future  lot.   This 
property  could  provide  22  -  25  spaces,  depending  on  design. 
If  increased  parking  was  needed  later,  a  parking  garage  could 
be  built  on  this  site.   An  alternative  location  would  be 
Wilma  Stieb's  vacant  building  located  directly  north  of  the 
Senior  Citizens  Center.   This  is  not  as  good  a  location,  but  it 
could  provide  11-13  spaces. 


-23- 


A 

^^^ 


\i^g)y 


Q 


The  acquisition  and  development  of  one  or  more  lots  could 
be  financed  through  one  or  more  of  the  following  means: 

1.)   Parking  Special  Improvement  District. 

2.)   If  the  present  meter  collection  is  retained,  funnel 
parking  revenues  into  a  special  parking  fund  to  be  used  to 
acquire  and  develop  off-street  facilities. 

3.)   Purchase  of  the  propert\-  by  a  Merchants  Association. 
By  renting  out  spaces  to  workers  and  renters,  the  initial  in- 
vestm.ent  could  eventually  be  re-captured. 

4.)   The  City  could  purchase  the  lots  using  Federal  Revenue 
Sharing  funds.   If  the  funds  were  not  available  all  in  one  year, 
the  money  could  be  put  into  a  special  parking  fund  for  purchase 
within  a  specified  time. 

5.)   The  City  could  issue  Revenue  Bonds  to  finance  the 
development.   Revenue  Bonds  cannot  bear  interest  greater  than 
9%  presently.   This  means  that  they  are  not  m.arketable  at  this 
time.   However,  the  rates  may  be  increased  in  the  future.   The 
City  of  Dillon  is  one  of  very  few  cities  in  Montana  which  does 
not  have  any  bonds  outstanding  at  this  time, 

6.)   Create  a  Dillon  Urban  Renewal  District,  as  authorized 
by  the  Montana  Urban  Renewal  Law.   Such  a  district  has  the 
authority  to  use  various  funding  miechanism.s  (such  as  tax 
increment  financing)  and  legal  powers  (eminent  domain  -  through 
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which  property  can  be  acquired  at  fair  market  value,  instead  of 
highly  speculative  prices)  in  order  to  eliminate  "blight"  and 
provide  for  a  comprehensive  re-development  plan. 

7 . )   The  Federal  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance  should  be 
consulted  to  determine  if  any  other  Federal  programs  might  pro- 
vide funds . 

If  the  lot(s)  are  acquired  and  developed,  it  is  imperative 
that  they  be  used  by  downtown  long-term  parkers.   Whatever  the 
acquisition  mechanism,  legal  agreements  could  be  drawn  up  such 
that  business  owners  and  apartment  landlords  Ai^ould  guarantee  the 
rent  of  "X"  number  of  spaces  for  a  period  of  several  years. 
This  would  ensure  a  minim.um  "payment"  to  re-capture  the  original 
investment  and  would  help  insure  usage  of  the  lot. 

Finally,  the  City  should  adopt  a  parking  ordinance  which 
requires  new  businesses  to  provide  the  appropriate  amount  of 
off-street  parking.   An  ordinance  has  been  drafted  and  studied 
by  the  City  Council,  but  has  not  yet  been  acted  upon  (see  ap- 
pendix) .   There  is  the  potential  problem  of  applying  the  ordin- 
ance too  rigidly  in  the  downtown  commercial  core,  where  little 
land  is  available  for  parking  or  where  historic  buildings  would 
have  to  be  razed  in  order  to  comtply  with  the  ordinance.   If  new  city 
lots  are  developed,  it  might  be  possible  to  reduce  the  number  of 
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spaces  a  developer  v.-ould  have  to  put  in,  in  return  for  a  set  fee 
to  be  paid  to  the  owners  of  the  lot  to  retire  the  debt  on  the  lot. 

IX.   CONCLUSIONS 

The  summary  of  findings  from  the  field  survey  are  conclusions 
which  will  not  be  repeated  here.   In  regards  to  changing  the  cur- 
rent parking  enforcement  system:   It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this 
study  to  advocate  any  of  the  three  (3)  alternatives,  but  rather 
to  present  evidence  for  and  against  each  alternative,  so  that  the 
citizens  of  Dillon  may  discuss  and  decide  what  they  want  and  how 
thev  want  to  pay  for  it.   The  development  of  a  new  lot  and  other 
parking  facilities  will  insure  that  adoguate  facilities  are 
W  available  for  future  development.   The  adoption  of  a  reasonable 
parking  ordinance  should  help  prevent  future  par]-:ing  shortages, 
throughout  the  City  of  Dillon. 


-26- 


f'>;  ..■.  -;iA'^.'V.fl^'^ 


^k 


^ 


Q 


APPENDIX 


C 


^ 


■   ->*lVjr*^'J^'^".V>'.Vpta^;m'i;;|,,ia< 


■.T^)!i     ■^-rj.'i-^-U.-ii-J.'^.-^.i.i-^,  -■■>:i>?,i. ..  „,■ 


fti*SAgfes 


A 


^ 


e 


PAEKIMG     STUDY     l\SEk 


__  ArJDiTIOMi 


/r 


L 


_11 


23 


26 


I       >" — J  r 


r  • 


J''^i2\k. 


»J£V[ANA    ST 


A 


-Li 


J 


9 


i         F!   !7r 
'    TDAHO   ST 


l/a) 


South  •  hcrt/ji 


1 


* 


_i 


y( 


-r 


]  CZT"^ 


J'::/7'J0i 


-- jkr" 


i^^WNj^lSITE 


J12lsSH/A/5'  TON '  •^-^' 


Jfli^L 


ilVi- 


J.Q'^i 


^U]^  PACIFIC 

JM ::A  FRAC 

■1  1  1  1^ 


'c>| 


-•3UJ 


lOl 


i2f^ 


loo 


23 


MOF  , 


191 


c 


T 


, ,     , ,        Ui^^liKN 


•B.C. 


^^ 


S>; 


n;\ 


St-ady  .\xea  Soun.rla.ry 


■-.»:  .V7--.--'"'^-<')::S^*w 


^ 


0 


S-3 


1/clnse  p/,Ar£  chIZk  T/eld  ' dat/^  s/v^^.t 


fj^jp^  ^   tii 


\/ry  2iJ1pji^i..11lL 


o. 


PATS^    „_-l^Z^ 


i4 ,^^<:o^?OB.P.  S^^L12Ml£-^  s^^^  Of  sr^^fsr^J^ 


\,^ 


.e^sxw&ej^. 


C^A'e 


a^r^   '  coD^s :4ih-;^  ,  ^---r ^f^.:g^:^!jL^^Lf^^       -  ^'^^^r .vo:- ^^^^^^ffijt 


'i.  .  lli-ZsJiAl 


/7L      .1   -^' 


K  - 
U 


,■1 


r    '    ; 


l__.i 


—f 


C 


■^J:^^\ 


I-  y'^ 


.4— 


1 


[..._ 


>■ 


■*»*wS.>r/Jt««»w^«V«»a*W***l»«  «-«,•«»*<««■ 


J, 


^ 


Del init  ions 

1.   Measures  of  number  of  parkers  and  demand: 

AccumulaLJon  -  The  tof.al  venicles  which  were  parked  during  the.    day 
includLnp  those  vehicles  which  were  nio\ed  around  and  parked  more  than  once 

St  and  aid  /.cc  u:t.u  1  ;iE  ion  (,  SA)-  Accumulation  in  standard  sp,aees. 

Non  Stand.irLJ  Accumulation  -  Accu!t:u1  a  t  ion  in  non  standara  spaces 

Metered  Ac^:  i.;;nul  at  ion  (MA)  -  Accumulation  in  nietered  £;pacej,. 

Peak  Ac,:u:nul!,t  ic'i^  Block  Faces  -  The  Li  u  s  i  e  s  t  bloc  k.  faces  i  n  t  :■  i-  'ii  s  c  f 
accnmulat ion 


w 


Vehicle  ijcurs   (VH)-  The  total  amount  of  hours  of  parking.  -Comput.-d  by  adding 
the  durations  of  Darl;in<;,  for  each  vehicle. 

2.   Measures  of  duration  a.id  utilization  of  parking  spat'"'s: 

Duratioi-.  -  The  actual  amount  of  time  parked  for  each  vehiCiC.   Conrputed  bv 
a  direct  count  ot  all  durations.   Expressed  as  percentage.   Seeing  o  vehicle 
on  only  one  circ'jit  gives  a  duration  of  15  minutes,  two  sitings   vjould  be    a 
30  minute  duration,  3   nitings  is  90  minutes  duration,  and  so  on. 

Average  Duration  -  The  average  (arithmaci:   mean)  time  parked. 

Turnover  -  The  number  of  vehicles  which  use  an  individual  space  per  day. 
Turnover  does  not  necessarily  include  the  complete  act  of  entering  and' 
leaving.   Any  vehicle  making  use  of  a  space  whether  it  --^ntered  or  left 
during  the  p^'^iod    of  the  study  is  included  in  the  turnover  count.   If  a 


space  has  on 


iv  .-,     n; 


^rkers  during  the  day,  then  the  turnover  will   be 


3  vehicles  /  stall  /  day,  however,  the  significance  of  this  is  the 
length  of  time  e£,c)!  vehicle  is  parked. 

9SJ:M2J:I1£.1^   -   Relates  the  amount  of  actual  use  of  a  parking  space  to  the 
total  time  available  to  parkers  (  8  flours  in  this  case).   An 
occupancy  rate  ot  307=  means  that  the  space  was  occupied  30';o  of  the  time 
for  the  day.   Any  rate  greater  than  807,,  is  considered  to  be  "At  capacity'^ 
because  it  takes  some  time  for  parking  and  unparking. 

LlilL&^errr,  Parkinc;  -  Parkin-  for  3-8  hours  continuously  in  one  space.   See 
Average  Tii^^.e  Parked  Sheet. 


3.   Measures  of  compliance  with  parkin^:  regulations: 

Overparkiiig  (AVO)  -  The  number  of  accumulated  vehicles  ov-rnarked.   If  no 
money  was  in  the  meter,  the  vehicle  was  overpari-ieo.   We  did"  not  cent  signed 
limited  parking  areas  (i.e.  2  Mr.  parking"),  only  vehicles  with  expired 
paT'king  meters. 


^^ 


€ 


© 


Dei  inition: 
Pas;e  2 


Parking-  in  Non  Standard  Spacer;  -  Nop.  standard  spaces  ::rc-:  lllt:r.;j[  parking 
areas  or  parking  across  (, ';>  1 --'Ckin.L' )  iiusiricss  driveways,  on  lawn',.,  in  alley- 
ways etc. 

Number  of  P  :->.  rk  1  r-,  o   T  i  c  k  -:  t  s  -  Compiled  from  Dil-on  Police  Department  records 


Uther  Terms : 

Block  Face  -  One  ■•lae  cf  1  city  biuck.   Mont  ana ,  bervte;;  B.ir.nrick  and 
G 1  e n d a  i e  ,  West  is  one  block  1  a c o  . 

Standard  Parkinc  Spaces  -  A  "normal,"  usual  Iv  strioed  or  rr.arked  ;}arkin=' 
space . 

Metered  Sp.jre   -  A  parking  space  re.culated  by  a  parKins-;  meter. 

Onstreet  ^'arking;  -  Parking  which  is  ire  a  ted  on  the  strceu.  next  r.  o  n'le 
curb  . 

Offstreet  Parking  -  Parking  in  formal  or  in£or;nal  parking  lots. 

llLlo.rjnaJ^£f^vj;^:_ng_Let_  -  Any  area  whi.-.h  is  used  [or  uf hstr-.-eL  parking,  with  or 
without  the  permissicn  of  the  owner  ^  ,->£  the  property.   Tlils  ■•.yjr.e  oi 
lot  is  unsigned  (no  parking  idenc i f ication)  ,  uniiarked  v no  striding  for 
designated  spaces),  unmetercd  (no  parking  meters)  and  is  usnally  '-npaved. 
These  lots  are  tvpicslly  located  on  •■'acanr.  lots  or  commercial  properties. 

Prime  Spacer  -  Those  spaces  which  ^rL  strategically  located  in  the  downtown 
core.   Generally,  these  spaces  whicn  are  metered  or  -.vhich  are  on  iretered 
block  faces. 


'jj.  .>  .-<M<ll'.*<fei!« 


Q 


Types  of  Parking  Spaces 
Oii.-treec  ana  Of  is  tree  u.  Combined 


:  r  G  e  t : 


Metered   Standard  Spacer 

Spjc  es   (  He  to  reij  i  Non  Metered^ 


Idaho 

57 

124 

Montana 

S5 

16  5 

Center 

1  c 

IU> 

Han:iaL:k 

27 

7  0 

Helena 

13 

118 

Glendale 

32 

3  5 

Washiuf^ton 

0 

92 

Sebree 

12 

13 

Tota  1  s 


Nor,  Standard 

Sjiac  e  s 

46 

i8 

16 

20 

21 

17 

19 

12 

Total  Spaces 
( Standard  &  Non  Standard 


tjol 


168 

213 

60 

90 

139 

52 

HI 

25 

19^ 


858 


Onstreot  Onl^ 


^ 


Streets 

Spaces 

I  d  a  h  0 

57 

S-;ontaria 

6  9 

Center 

-  16 

iiannack 

27 

He  lena 

13 

Glendale 

32 

Uasnington 

0 

Sebree 
Totals 

i;; 

2  26 

Streets 


Metered   Stnridard  Spaces 

(Metered  d<  >.'on  Metered) 


84 

liO 

33 

45 

25 

35 

iO 

13 


38  5 


Non  Standard   Total  Spaces 
Spaces      (Standard  £.  Non  Standard 


44 
48 
16 
20 
21 
17 
19 
12 


1V7 


128 

158 

49 

65 

46 

52 

59 

25 

Offstreet  (Parking  Lots)  Onl; 


Meteicc   Standard  Snaces 


Space; 


I  d  a  h  0 

0 

Montana 

16 

Center 

0 

B  a  n  r;  a  c  k 

0 

Helena 

0 

Gl-ndal 

O 

0 

Washing 

ton 

0 

Sebree 

Cj 

Totals 

16 

&  Non  Metered ) 


40 

55 

11 

25 

93 

0 

52 

0 

vOn 


O 
0 
0 
0 
0 


582 


276 


^■1  ■v^vil"'*-,^:/  -.;  :v;fe-aSti-i'.>'>,-i;.!i^>;^-,  .-/J,^ 


^»«iiiike^ 


■irkii:g    apej.s    surveyed 


rorrai  rar,-: 


."i;    ':  • 


3--,::..e   Bank 

?ix-st  Bapti-t  Church 

Dillcn  ('iV;    .'■'oter-dd  Lc 
H;^::c;'vea  Lot    'behir/:'    t 


.  IC     J-  s  .    t 


3e3.verhec.u  Fri'-jter?  Lj'    (:-:e>:t.   i. o  Dillon  public  Library) 


uiTorr-ial  ?ai-k.i.n~  Lo":.g: 

"CL>rn«r"    L:;~.   {S.'i  crraer-   ^    'iOtna  :v  r:jnl"n'.i) 

n.aij.i-:;aJ.  ?;b:'-;p   (3:i;- ■::.C;:    "v,   tno   linlon  Fa::lfic   Railroa-O    tracks,    nsxt  to   I 

dillcn  City    ■•^"..■?;:-:  u   /::•-} 
^iolc^:Jl^  "ou33   Lot    (■.■;ic..  1. 1   ::ir;a  Kei/:   of   cuiltinr) 
''j'r.-jd::"   Lot,    ;vac3::l'.   lot,   r.ext    to  ?x';'cs   Ea^isry) 


.le 


c 


'■■'^-^■'^-'^■^■ir:-  i!iVwX!ft(f.."--'.»';"''-Ct*-2sHi;  ■■'in^s*?:- 


-;;  i-s,^-'- «-'.*fe^A  *«&3l?^%.r-i' ■'*«*:S^>S!^^^^ 


j.«  -^-'■^^^  ■-j.-si;;  .'t-fr'tii'jsffitiiS'tiS 


^ 


^^ 


Q 


e 


D  .i  i  1  y    S  I)  IT!  rn  a  r  >■       7  /  8  /  S  1 


1  .       Total    ,'. c  c  uniu  1  a  t  i  o n  : 


iMetered   Accumulation  : 


2,237 

1,CS3 


On St  rest 
U  f  f  s  t  r  e  e  t 

Total 


Peak  Accumulation  Block  Faces   i'Onst  reet )  : 
Montana,  bcf«,-een  Bannack  and  Glenaale,  West   (113) 
Idatio,  between  Bannack  and  Glendale,  East   (66~i 
Idaho,  between  Center  and  Bannack,  East   (65) 
Idaho,  betv^een  Bannack  and  Glendale,  West   (56) 

Total  \'ehLcle  Hours:   1950.25 


Duration   (Ont-treet  only): 


Total 
b  7  7o  1 5  m  i  n  . 
147;  30  niin. 
5.5%      I    hr. 

Average  Duration: 

Onstreet  Average 
— -^ . — — — i_i«: 

44  mi n . 


Idaho 

737  15  min. 
137n  30  min. 
5.4%   1  hr. 


Off street  Average 
6  5  min. 


I'J  o  n  c  a  n  a 

507.   15  min. 

14%   30  min. 

6.7%   1  hr. 


Idaho  Onstreet 
.  J  4  min. 


'{one  ana  On';tr & e  t 
'1  min. 


Turn  over   (Onstreet): 
Total 

5.9/vehicles/stall/dav 


Idaho 
4.35/vehicles/r,t.-jll/d 


Occupancy   (Onstreet): 
Average     Idaho       Montana 


3: 


35% 


35% 


5a  nr;  a  ck 
46 '■'"'( h i  gh ) 


Montana 
3.34/vehicles/ 
s  t  a  1  I  -'day 

Offstreet  C-\ty  Lot 
3  37 


9. 

10, 
11. 
12. 
1.3. 


Overparking : 
'otal    Hours         Total    Vehicles         %Total    MA         %Idaho   MA      %Mt.MA 

43       " 


244.7 


"^67  A3  41         4: 

Number   Parking  Tickets  Issued:   0   (Meter  Maid  was  sick) 


7/Jenter  MA 
63 


Parking  in  Nonstandard  Spaces  (total):    69  Vehicles,   5% 

Long  Term  Parking   (3-8  hours):    7%  Onstreet  Total,   36%  City  Lot 


Vehicle  Origin: 
Beav^eriiead  Co. 
7  2% 

Foreign   Ci^untry 
.1% 


Mad  [son  Co - 


1  Other  Mt .  Co . 


,4- 


Out  of  State 


Mo  to  re -'c  1  es 


L  n  K  n  o w n  o  r  Co  •.,  c  .  Vc ii  i  c  ■  f^  s 


»;.  '^^'j^-^i    ■  ■■'■^fc^A-^^Xt 


Q 


Daily  S'^mmary     7/30/31 

1.  ToLal  Accumulat.ion:    1,^41    Onstreet 

c71    Otfstrect 
2,252    Total 

2.  Metered  Accumu  la  t  ioT1^  :    1,037 

3.  Peak  Accuniulac  i  on  Block  Faces  ','Onscrii  et  )  : 
Montana,  bet^veen  Sannack  and  Glendale,  West    (,  7 1 ) 
Montai'a,  between  Helena  and  Center,  East    (b^^) 
Idalio,  between  oannack  and  (.leivjale,  L'ast    (b7) 
Idaho,  between  Ceritcr  and  F-annack,  Iiast    (57) 

4.  Total  Veiiicle  Hours:   1,075 

5.  Duration   vOiiStreet  only): 

TotaJ.  Idaho  Montana 


1  c 


••'■"'      ^      rrn-i.                                   SI:..   15  rrin.  57';;  15  min 

14%   30  min.              10 :.   ^0  i^iin.  18"  30  min. 

5,o   1  hr.                 3'\         I    hr.  7^;  1  hr 

6.   A\/eragG  luraticn: 

Onstreet  Average  uffirr.e-  Average  Idaho  On-crnel  Montana  Onstreet 

■^5  ndn.               b'-  min.  31  mir..  58  min. 


7.   Turnover  (Onstreet): 

Total  Idaho 


Montana 


3.54  Vehicleij/stall  'day      3.02  vchi.:  i  es /.st,.. !  1 /day     3.19  Vehicles/Stall/ 

day 

8.  Occupancy  (Onstreet): 

Average     Idaho      Montana      Center,  Bannack     Of  r.  street  City  Lot 
33%       3j:;,       j'.-%        "41%   (high)      '      35% 

9.  Overparkin^, : 

Total  Mrs.   Total  Vehicles-  %Total  MA   %Idnho  MA   %MT.  MA   XSebree  MA 
178  382  37         42      ~^  JZ        ^ 

10.  Number  Parking  Tickets  Issued;   16 

11.  Parking  in  Nonstandard  Spaces  (totcil):   35  vehicles    27„ 

12.  Longtern  ParKf.ng  (3-8  i-.ours):   6%   Onstreet  total,   29%   City  Lot 

13.  Vehicle  Origin: 

Beaverhead  Co.     Madi  .on  Go.     AIL  Other  Mt.  Co_^     Out  of  State 
73'-^  ^-3%         "    6.7%  11.8% 

Foreign  Country     Motorcycles        Unknown  or  Govt.  Vehicles 

.37.  .6%  3v^ 


vi<AiSft*™ .> !'i  •---  i-.u.3.if /« 


.'VM.wt<fiS«*w5^rt'*^--iW^.^y.--:'f'^s^.Af:^--....t,.V  (..;,.<.  .   .,.^. ,.-;.;•.  .;. .  •  -^7^'ir.  •^'.^•^Ji^^J^^ 


•'A 


■s,tgi^ 


\^^ 


Busiest  Block  Faces  (Dnstreet) 

7/8/Sl 

1)  Montana,  between  Bannack  and  Glendale,  West 
Standard  Spaces:       19 

AccLirnulu  t  ion  :  113 

Ovcrjjarking :  39  vehicles,  35  \ 

Duration:  15  minutes      67  vehicles      59  ';; 

30  minutes  20  "  ''  "  "  18  % 
1  hour  b  "  "  "  "  "       5  7. 

1-^  hours        9  "  "  "  "  "       8  7„ 
Average  Duration:     41  minutes 
Occupancy:  31  Z 

Turnover:  5.85  veh.icles  /  stall  /  day 

Long  term  Parking:    2  (?'  3  hours  each,  5  t'  3-2  liours  eacn 

2)  Idaho,  between  Bannack  and  Glendale,  East 
Standard  Spacjs:       10 

Ac  c  uii!  u  1  a  t  i  c  n  :  66 

Overparking:  2  0 ,   30  % 

Durations:  15  minutes      47  vehicles      71  ;;■, 

30  minutes  10  "  "  "  "  15  % 
1  hour  4  "  "  '•  "        6  % 

Ik   hours         0  "  "  "  "       0 

Average  Duration;      36  minutes 

Occupancy:  50  % 

Turnover:  6.6  vehicles  /  stall/  day 

Long  term  Parking:     1  fe  3^  hours,  1  U  4hours,  1  &    7  hours 

3)  Idaho,  between  Center  and  Bannack,  East 


Stnadard  Spaces: 

U 

Accumulation : 

65 

Overparking : 

29  ,  45  % 

Duration : 

15  m  i  n  ij  t  e  s 

51  vehicle.'; 

78 

"L 

30  minutes 

7   If  ir  ft  fi 

11 

"L 

1  hour 

9   ft  If  If  u 

3 

1 

1^2  hours 

9   f  f   f  1   M   M 

3 

7o 

Average  Duration: 

33  minutes 

Occupancy : 

41  % 

Turnover : 

5.9  vehicles 

/ 

Stall  /  day 

Long  term  Parking: 

1  ©  8  hours , 

I 

<s>}    h\    hours 

4)   Idaho,  between  Bann.ack  and  Glendale,  West 

Standard  Spaces:       H 

Accumulation:  56 

Overparking:  27.  48  X 

Duration:  15  minutes      34  vehicles      61  "L 

30  minutes  10  "  "  "  "  18  X 
1  hour  5  "  "  "  "        9  % 

\k    hours         2  "  "  "  "        4  % 

Average  Duration:      46  minutes 

Occijpancy:  49  % 

Turnover:  5.09  vehicles  /  stall  /  day 

Long  terra  Parking:     1  @  3  hours,  2  &    Zk    hours,  1  ©  4  hours,  1  ©  1\   hours 


w'l.-'V^ii^^l.^efci'jifci'^ 


^ 


^^B 


Busiest  Block  F.ac-is  (  Onstreet) 
7/30/81 


1)   Moiitana,  between 
Standard  Spaces: 
Accumul.'it  ion  : 
Overparking: 
Duration 


Average  Duration: 
Occ  upanc  \- : 
Turno^'e  r  : 
Long  term  Parkiuj;: 


B  a  n  n  a  c  k    a  n.  d 
19 


Glo-ndalc,    V/est 


3  b 


26  vehicles 
15  minutes 
30  minutes 

1  hour 
1-2  hours 
AA  minutes 
34  ;;, 

3.7  4  vehicles  /  stall  /  day 

2  vehicles 


39 

vehicles 

55 

% 

15 

M     tr     1 1     t  > 

21 

% 

5 

f  I     'r     ri     tf 

8 

7o 

4 

T  1        If        M        It 

b 

% 

i  o  u  r 


■ar.h 


Montana,  bet-.-.'sen  Help.na  and  Center,  Last 


c 


Standard  Space? 
Ace  uraulat  ion : 
Overparki  ng : 
Durat  i  on : 


Average  Duration: 
Occupancy  "• 
Turnover  : 
Long  term  Parking; 


Standard  Spaces: 
Accumulation : 
Overparking : 
Duration : 


Average  Duration: 
Occupancy : 
Turnover  : 
Long  term  Parking: 

4)   Idaho,  betvjeen  Center 
Standard  Spaces: 
Ace  u'.nulat  ion  : 
Overparking  : 
Durati  on : 


Average  Dur,?tion: 
Occupar.cy : 
Turnover : 
Long  term  Parkin; 


10 
6  9 

15  vehicles, 
I  5  m  i  n  u  t  e  s 
30  minutes 

1  hour 
Ih   lK->.:rs 

2  7  I'linutes 

3  9    v  e  h  i  c  1  e  s 
6.9    vehicles 
1    veliicle    ■<:    '■ 


■■)  9 


tO  vehicles 

Q  II       M       It       II 

f.  II    I?    II    It    t 

2  M        tl        It        II 


stall  /  day 
h  ours 


:)  Idaho,  between  Bannack  anu 


..lendaie 


.ast 


10 
67 
30 
15 
30 
i  hr 


1  i. 

25 
35 
6.. 
1  ( 


vehicles. 
:  .■inut':',3 
!',,!  r\ ut es 

i:r 
hours 
minL  tes 


45 


58  vehicles 


4 

n 

n 

M 

2 

f 

M 

^^ 

0 

vehicles  /  stall  /  day 
5  h  o  u  r  s 


and  !;annack ,  East 
11 
57 

26    vehiclea 
1  5    m  1  n  u  t  G  s 
3G    minur.cs 
1    h  o  u  r 
\-\i   liours 
3  i    m  i  n  u  t  e  s 
34    '/ 

5.18    vehicles    /    stall     /day 
1    f*    5^    hours,    1    c®   8    Hours 


72    ' 
13    \ 

9   •: 
3% 


86  7o 

6  7o 

3  7„ 
0 


46    % 

47 

vehic 

les 

82 

% 

6 

f  1    II    ' I 

t  t 

11 

Z 

2 

11     II     n 

t  1 

4 

/o 

0 

0 

Tj»  .1.'  u-r-iU.  ->■  .sii:>i5e^>Vrfei*i-ij^Si;i>i: ; 


e 


Amount  ot  Overparking 
7/5/81 


S  t  r  e  e  c 

Idaho 
Montana 
Center 
B  a  n  n  a  c  k 
Helena 
Glend;jle 
Washington 
S  e  b  r  e  e 
T  u  i:  rT  1  s 


T o  t  a  1  E  xp  i  r  e  d  Mete  r  s  ( EM ) 
Expired  Meters  'Hours^    "^  li  1  I  Space--/ Uav  "Lost"  to  Overparkers 


87.25 

h.5 

2  6 

33.75 

8.5 

i  ^'  .  7  5 

0  (No  Metcto) 

0.50 

2  '4  ''4 .  7  5 


10.9 

8 

I 

3 

2  5 

i4 

0 

I 

1. 

8 

0 

1 

I 

30.3  5 


If  a  vehicle  was  seen  overparked  for  only  1  interval 
time  of  15  minutes 


'A<as  assignee 


Street 


0/erparking  in  Metered  Spaces 

/  of  Overparking 
Number  of  Acc.iriiulated  AVO 

Vehicle s  Cverpa r k e d  ( A V 0 )         MA 


Al 
43 
63 

44 


Idaho 

125 

Montana 

150 

Center 

39 

Bannack 

58 

i-i  e  1  e  n  a 

20 

Giendale 

46 

Washington 

0  (No  Meters) 

Sebree 

2  9 

Totals 

467 

34 

0 

45 


■»iSs 


da 


^ 


Amount  of  Overparkinp 
7/30/81 


Street 


Total  Expired  Meter: 
Expired  ^^ e t e r s  (ilours 


Fell  Spaces /Day  ''Lu  st  to  Overparkers 


Idaho 

51.5 

6.4 

Montana 

D& 

8.3 

Center 

9.2  5 

1.2 

Banncick 

1 8  .  5 

2.3. 

Helena 

-) 

.4 

Glendale 

20.7  5 

2.6 

Washington 

0(No 

Meters") 

0 

Sebree 

Q 

1.1 

Totals 

178 

Z2.25 

Overparking  in  Metered  So aces 


€ 


/;  of 

Overparking 

Numb 

er  of 

Acc'jmu! 

ated 

AVO 

Stref t 

Vehi 

,;les  0 
126 

vern-avK 

ed 

Si 

WO) 

MA 

Idaho 

42 

Montana 

10  5 

32 

Center 

14 

26 

Bannack 

42 

31 

Helena 

U 

30 

Glendale 

50 

41 

Washington 

0  (No 

Meters 

) 

0 

Sebree 

34 

54 

Totals 

382 

37 

-vVtetiis^rflrfa-"-:.. 


■?■«  ■:■  -^l  ija^jt^f/iSSsgi 


\^^ 


■s^t^ 


-Street 

Idaho 
iMon :.  ana 
C  t-^  n  t  e  r 
Bannack 
He  1  ena 
C)  i  G  n  d  a  l  e 
Wash  iiu'jton 
S  e  J  r  G  e 
Totals 


Long    Term    Parking    in    OnstrecM: 
Prinie    Spaces    "'^ 

7/8 
if   V  G  h  1  c  1  e  s    Par  i--.  c  d 
Lopi:    Term    in    Prir::C    Soaces 


12 

8 

4 

11 

0    (none    primp) 
0    (rxcne    orime) 


^0 


Total  Hours  of  Lons-;  Term 
Park  L n ^  in  Prime  Spaces 

60 
30 

18.3 
32 

3 
21  .5 

0 

0 
Ui3 


w 


Street 

Idaho 

Montana 

Center 

Bannack 

Helena 

Glendale 

Wasningto; 

Sebree 

Tota  is 


/el:ic 


Term 


7/30 


Parked 


S 


rjume  bpaces 


Total  Hours  of  Long  Term 
Parkj  ng  i  n  P r  i i ne  Space s 


7 

6 

IQ 

0 

6 

0  (none  prime) 

0  ( none  prime) 


3  5 

30 

2  7 

5^'. 

5 

0 

19, 

3 

0 

0 

3  5 


156 


"  Any  Tion-Beavr^rheaa  County  long  terra  parker  was  not  counted  because  we 
are  interested  in  downtown  employees  and  apartment  dwellers.   Long  term 
out  of  town  parkers  may  be  in  town  for  extended  shopping  or  business 
trips.   IJ  the  vehicle  had  no  license  number,  it  was  not  included. 


^^ 


® 


Q 


Usage  of  Infornial  Parking  Lots 
7 /a  and  7/30 


"Corner"  Parking  Lot,  S.W.  corner  of  Montana  and  Helena 
(  N  cxt    to  Ice  Machine ) 


I  :  >: 

Spaces  :     10 

Accurp.Li  1  at  ion  :       10 

Vehicle  Hours:   23.5 


7/30 
Space  s  :   10 
Accumulation:   19 
Vehicle  Hours  :   59.5 


Wasliington,  between  ilelena  anci  Center,  East 
(Vat  ant  lot  next  to  Fred's  Bakery) 


7/8 

Spaces  :   1 'j 
Accumulation.:   10 
Vehicle  Hours:   10.25 


7/30 

Space  s :   14 
Accumulation :   9 
Vehic le  Hours  :   9.5 


^ 


Bannack,  between  Idaho  and  Washington,  South 
(Vacant  lot,  part  oi:  the  "Holcumb  House''  Property) 


7/8 


7/30 


It'paces:  12  Spaces  :   12 

Accumulation:  l"'  Accumulation:   8 

Vehicle  Hours:   11.2  5"  Vehicle  Hours:   8.25 

"''Surveyor  missed  this  lot  ^2    of  the  survey  day,  thus,  these 
figures  are  probably  50i  lower  than  the  actual  usage. 


Bannack,  hecween  Pv.R.  Tracks  and  Montana,  North 
(Railroad  siding  west  ot  the  city  metered  lot) 


_7_/3 
Spaces:   13 
Accumulation.:   7 
Vehicles  Hoiirs:   26.5 


7/30 

Spaces :   13 
Accumulation: 
Vehicle  Hours 


27.5 


Totals 


7/8 

Spaces  :   4''i 
Accumulation:   34 
Vehicle  Hours:   71 


7/30 

Spaces  :   49 
Accumulation:   42 
Vehicle  Hours:   104.75 


■t ...  ■•<,>■, --».,iweafe«:-.--i,-. 


^^.   ■    sl^^.  -^^if.r-.^i^.ffiJi^i:^^ 


^ 


^^■ip-i  :d  Parking  Tickets 
Thru  July,  1981 


Ledu;ered  (Be.jverhead  Co.  License) 
Not  Ledt:er>-^-:  •,  BeaverliL-ad  Co.  L  i  c  e  n  ,-,•,:. .") 

Out  of  Coinit  v_ 

Tot,3l 


$H,238.00 
$  ^02.00 
$1,302.00 
$9,9A2.C0' 


1.   Not 


count  lag  any  tickets  issued  in  August 


c 


Basea  nn  Che  hs  surnpj  t.  ion  Lhey  sre  all  S2.00  tickets.  Some  are 
?5.0f.'  tickets,  but  the  majority  are  .'^2.00  fine?-.  Froir*  Dillon 
Police  Department  r  c  c  o  r  d  s  v 


/-,:  .■Se,:_-^,t;,   j'i'.'to,.  -'.J.  .J  .''•a-l..- 


-.xv'  ■lyir'-iA.M  .■-.■^>^'^'-stCv^.'>i:?V.^''i'*7i"'--.'».,,'i';.-,  '.■/.   , 


i  %  •■t-.'i'^-.'iWtr^^iCT* 


• 


^ 


Q 


Parking  Revenue  Cash  Flow  (EsCimate) 


Parking  Tickets  and  Mister  C:lIeLt_ion  Revenues 
S  If ',9  2  3.^3"'" 


Street  and  Alley  Fund 
(.Meter  Col  1  ect  ioiis  ) 


X 


$1,139.03 


■iZ%k.m  $754.29 

Meter  Repair   Street 
£°lLi        Repairs 


•^ic\-  General  h'und 
(Meter  Collections) 
S3.d10.00 


$3,451  $2,159.00 

P.D.  Meter  N^^id   General 
&  A  dill  Costs  "     Services 


nes  and  }-'or  Te  it  urcs 
(Parking  Tickets) 
$4.  17  4.ci0 


Drivers  Ed, 
CVC,  DEF 


Total  Parking  System  Revenues 

Total  Parking  SysLem  Costs 

Net  "Profits"  for  Nop  Parking  Progran-.i 


$10,923.63 
S  3.835.74 
S7  ,087.89 


1.  Based  on  Police  Department  figures  for  June  ,  l^^O-May  ,  1981 , 

2.  Projected  cost  for  this  physical  year.  La-    v..ar  (1980)  meter 
maid  salary  was  not  broken  down  individually  since  sne  was  a 
full  time  employee  who  split  her  time  between  various  duties. 


This  revenue  is  not  broken  out  like  this  when  the  revenues 
transferred  from  the  Police  Depa-tment  tc 


:he  Oitv.  Al 


fines  and  bonds  as  well  as  parking  tickets  are  ail  lumped 
together.   This  is  estimated  revenue. 


s    are 
types 


,*„  4         ^..■,':~:.lSi^'\Ji''M^-r^i&f^'.ki^'f>',r:^^^}- 


./,*^.^.''i^  ^  ■j>«wSkS 


9 


AVlUHAGii;     TBE     PARi::-:j 


^ 


Pl'F 

POSE 

[■JO?: 

\ 

3U5_ 

:!IESS 

:;ed' 

■:CAL    £ 

DENTAL 

3 '.  /  C I 

"AL    S 

REC. 

E/'T 

HEALS 

^HO^ 

p  T  T  ;  "^ 

SERV 

E    FAS 

SENGER 

ot;^e 

R 

ALL 

-UR?0 

3E3 

liliSgU^A  BILLINGS GREAT    FALLS 


0  hr.     51    min.       2    hr .     4  9    min.  2    hr .     5  2    ir.in. 

^6    mill.  31    min.  32    lain. 

Sb    min. 
1    hr.     EG    mir.. 
5  2    min. 
^9    '^"'in.  45    ,min.  ^9    „,],,-.. 

17    min. 
5  6    min.       1    hr.     21    min.  1    h-.     IG    min 

1  hr.     2  6    min.    1    hr .     2  0    min.  I   hr .     3    lain. 


TMb    iiformaticn  courtesy  of  Clste   Daily  find  Asoor:iate3,   Helena,   Montar 


.na 


'54"'if-BS-«s<!fe-;;^i'V'<H:-'iV.  l  .-■■  ->-    .     .;;.  .v  •  ^;-  ..C'l-ia;-5j:?ii'a 


i^^^' 


Citpof^!)elljp 

lox  743  ^fjeibp.iHoniana  59474 
^tjone  (406)  434-5222  5257 


August  2S,  1981 


NSgpx-' 


Mr  Robert  McCracken 

City  Hall 

125  N  Idaho 

Dillon,  Montana  59725 

Re:   Shelby  Merchants  Action  Plan 

Dear  Mr«  McCracken: 

As  per  your  request,  I've  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  City's  parkin.2 
meter  revenues  report  for  your  information.   As  you  can  see  the 
meters  were  discontinued  on  the  streets  prior  to  removal  from 
the  lots.   The  revenue  generated  was  retained  to  support  the 
parking  district  and  retire  revenue  bonds  used  to  develop  two 
off-street  parking  lots. 

The  City  now  has  an  internally  "controlled"  free  parking  policy, 
which  our  survey  results  indicate  that  it  is  worb:ing.   Only 
continued  marketing  prcmotionj  public  awareness  and'oierchant 
cooperation  has  been  necessary  for  parking  space  turn-over. 

I  trust  this  will  help.   Good  luck  in  your  planning  process. 

Sincerely, 

■^■^  •sr— 


T.E.^imock,  Director 
Community  Development 


TEDrms 
Enc 


EQUAL  HOUSING 
OPPOHruMITY 


EOJIAI,  OPPORTTIN-TTY  FMPI.OYFR 


■^M^  ■■'■  ■  J  .'  4^V»*1  *'*'5>r>,*^«i, 


-•■Siflo^^i  r'-^''^A-?^£-W*<>&^ 


^,^^ 


off: 


^F 


:itv   'MevK 


SUBJEG1 


P.O.  Sox  TVi 
Shelby,  Montane  59474 


PAP-CINC    KETER  P.EV53IUE3 


DATE 


April  1  ,    19''!1 


FISCAL  YEA.R 

1977-?? 
1976-77 

197^-7!^ 
1973-7^' 
19  72 -■^3 
1971-^2 
197G-71 
1969-70 

-  1968-69 
1967-68 
1966-67 


■     LOTS 

757.50 
93,9.00 

730.56 

671 . 5C 

630.50 

650.00 

677.50 

762 . 00 

5£i^,US 

1,111.00 

1 -,111.51 

2.321.57 


STREET 


ii5.00 


22.50 

75.00 

127.50 

135. CO 

288.00 

it,  902. 77 
i+,197.20 
i+,407.00 


Note:   .  All  parkin,'?:  meters   in  the   iots   were  discontinued    in  April  of  1978' 
Street  Parkin,'!  Ketf:rs   were  diccont-inued   jirior.  ■     ■ 


c 


■.v■.^^  ■■.{.-:-?  •^iv.«t,',  -„V.V'- 


■  -*c  :l^-''^A'(ek4-M':^>"> 


-•■M*vi-'J  jT?-''BoiijifjiasiS-x 


I^B 


^^ 


\^g^/ 


\  ' 


Q\\       \  '-' /-  OFF -STREET  PARKING 


€ 


C 


The  Intent  of  this  ordinance  Is  to  reduce  traffic  congestion  and  the  need 

for  pjrkln;?  on  public  streets  and  hsxards  caused  thereby,  jnd  to  provide 

off-itree:  parking  adcqijate  for  each  Lyp«»  of  development  In  terns  of 
both  q'j.2ntity  and  location. 

DESIGN 

Oft-street  parking  rf?quired  for  uses  herein  specified  shall  be  for  use  only 
by  vehicles  of  employees,  :us':r~Hrs,  and  residents  of  tiie  activity  ssrved. 

1.  Location  -  Off -street  parking  .is  required  by  this  ordinance 
shall  be  located  as  specified  herein. 

• 

A.   Slngle-f jTt ly  dwellings:   On  the  sjme  lot  with  the  dwelling 

they  are  required  to  serve. 
3.   Multi-family  dwelllnf<s:   On  the  sarie  lot  with  the  dwellinj;s 

they  are  required  to  sa:-ve. 

C.  Hospitals,  sanitariums,  apartments,  roomin;:  and  hoordir^ 
houses,  fraternicy  and  sorority  houses:  Within  100  feet 
of  tha  i.!se  to  be  served. 

D.  Ccrrjmercial  and  Industrial  zones:  Within  'iUO  leer  uf  the 
use  they  are  required  lo  .serve. 

Where  a  distance  is  specified,  such  distance  sh.ill  be  measureii  by  • 
a  straight  line  frorr>  the  nearest  point  of  the  I'jildtng  sjcii 
parking  area  Is  required  "o  cerve. 

Such  off-sire  pcTrkins  ar-.*-  musr  be  accessible  by  a  public  street 
or  alley  and  shall  b*  oi.r.ed  or  leased  by  the  owner  or  leasee  of 
thfi  building  being  nerved  by  such  parking  and  such  parking  lot 
shall  have  a  recorded  land  covenant  requiring  such  land  be  main- 
tained as  a  parking  lot  so  long  as  the  building  and/or  use 
served  is  in  operation  .:r  another  suitable  parking  area  is  es- 
tablished to  the  satisfaction  of  the  building  official. 

2.  Slse  -  An  ofl-ic-ett  parking  space  shall  be  at  least  ten  (10) 
fee'  in  wide;-  and  t-enty  (20)  feet  in  length  (except  30  def.ree 
anv.le  parkins^  may  he  nine  (9)  feet  in  width)  ,  exclusive  of 
access  driv:.-5,  yaros,  :,-    tamps.   Such  spaces  shall  have  a    vertical 
clearance  of  at  i  e  .-..<:  c  a  c  \-  en  (  7  )  it  ?■ :.  . 

Where  more  than  :hr!>.-  ofl-r^treet  pir'-.  ing  sp.vces  are  required,  the 
parking  area  shall  hp  aj-^jpped  ac^urdinj;  to  one  c;  i  tl;e  four 
designs  outlined  in  Figure  1,  Fay.e   i/ . 

"i.   ^;.!_£ns  -  A  p'.jn  of  the  proposed  o(f-stroct  parking;  f.icility 

shall  be  suhrrtrted  .:  1  o  n  ^:  wit!:  t  h;  e  ^ipp  1  i  c  :i  t  i  y  n  ior  ;i  bu.lding 
permit  tor  :he  bullJlrif',  th.e  o!i-str.cl  p3rkin>;  is  retjuired  t  ;. 
serve.   Sdid  plan   shall  (  1  •:  a  r  1  y  ln!i,;,te  (urb  cwt;,,  1  i  i;h  '  i  ni; , 
Idiulsc  apin^,  constru'"  t  i(,>;i  d. -tails.  li-:;-  in,,  .,ihI   .ther  ft-trures 
which  m,.y  be  requir^.J  !,y  the  Hulldirr  ■^ti(i.,l  „iid/or  City  Kn>',  i  n..--^  r 


..*t*rf.*„;«»*.-i...  ^:*.*«-....  :-,.....       .  ..  .    ,        .    ...,,,,, ,^gyiiW:^;«iart3AJ»«-^i:.i...i:. 


•••^ssfi*^  .•■  -^^.'jii^ti^ 


^ 


Construction  -  All  per:;ian(?nL  off-street  parking  spsces  and  access 
areas  thereto  shall  be  paved,  except  p.irking  arras  for  singlo- 
family  dwellings  ^hich  may  be  surfaced  with  coarse  gravel  (3/A;' 
-  IV).   All  off-street  parking  are.;)s  shall  b.-  desij^ncd  and 
constructed  to  allow  proper  drainage. 


S  c  r  e  f> ! 


t  i  V-  y  1  y  s 
propertN 


Ai:y  parking  area  b^jilt  to  ^"rve  any  c  o.Timc  re  i  a  1  or 
i.'se  with  ten  or  more  parkinv,  spaces  shall  be  ctfoc- 
;ree;-'.ed  by  a  decorative  wall  or  1  .s  iidsc  ap  i  r;;  1  rom 
3  0 .-,  f  a  resident!  j  1  . 


j  a  c  e  n  t 


Any  use  Siav-'ini^  more  than  J 'JOO  square  feet  of  renuir'-d  permanent 
parking  ;:h,i!i  have  two  percent  of  the  gross  parking  area  land- 
scaped witii  suitable  tree;,  rfno/or  shrubs  havinr;  a  low  profile. 
Such  Lindsc-.ping  shall  be  in  pl,)ce  before  occupan-:  y  of  the 
buildin,-;  or  use  being  served. 

If,  dne  to  clindtic  conditions,  tr>  parking  area  cannct  i-e*  improved 
as  prescribed,  n    written  request  for  an  extension  ,;f  time  shall 
be  submitted  to  the-  building  official.   Said  exter.sion  tr.^y    then 
be  granted  for  a  tirr;0  period  not  to  exceed  nine  -lonths. 


Lighting  ■-  Lighting  used  to  illuminate  a    parkini;  area  shall 
be  arranged  in.  such  a  manner  th.-it  it  will  not  be  a  haz.-ird  to 
passing  Tnotorists  or  constitute-  a  nuisance  of  any  kind.   Where 
sail  parking  area  is  within  1 '■0  feet  of  any  property  classified 
oS  residential  by  this  ordlnsiica  and  where  the  parking  area  is 
directly  visible  by  the  resideras  wirhiri  ■;  50  teet  illuminating 
devices  shall  be  shaded  in  a  Tr^jnnt.-  th.at  would  direct  the 
away  from  t!ie  residential  propcrtv.. 


light 


COMHINFD  OCCUPANCIES 


Where  two  or  r.nre  uses  are  combined  in  one  development,  the  total  p.-^rUing 
spaces  shall  be  cb,..'  sum  total  of  the  sp/utes  required  for  each  individual 
use.   Oif-street  f.arking  for  .>nf  use  shall  not  bp    consider',  a  : 
use  as  hereinafter  specified. 


joint 


JOINT  USE 


€ 


The  Zoning  Commission  may  author!  ;;e  the  Jci;;r  use  cf  off-street  parking 
facilities  for  the  following  uses  or  yc/ivitics  under  the  conditions  specified, 

1.  Up  to  yC.    percent  of  the  required  otf-.treer.  parking  for  primarily 
"nighttime"  uses  such  as  theaters,  bowling  alleys,  bars,  supper 
Ciubs  nay  be  supplied  by  the  parking  rrcju  irenisnt  for  primarily 
"Dayclma"  uses  such  as  banks,  offices,  retail  and  nersonni  service 
establ 5  shments . 

2.  Number  1  above  may  reversed  so  that  parking  for  "daytime" 
uses  may  be  used  for  "nighttirae"  cic  t  i  v  i  c  i  es  . 

3."   Up  to  50  percent  of  the  parkin,?,  focil.lties  required  by  this  section 
tor  churches  or  auditoriums  nay  be  supplied  by  the  parking  facilities 


^  1 


rie^<3i^Mt^~ 


provided  for  uses  prlrnarilv  of  a    daytime  nature.   Where  joint 

use  is  desired,  an  3;^^p  i  ic  jC  Ion  shall  be  made  to  the  Zop.ini.;  Commission. 

Said  application  shall  contain  proof  that  there  will  be  no  substniitlal 

conflict  in  t'o  principal  operatinf?  hours  of  the  two  buildings 

or  uses  for  which  the  \oint  use  is  proposed;  chat  all  other  conditions 

within  this  section  ars  f.et  ;  end  legal  documents  executed  hy    the 

parties  involved  in  the  joint  use  guaranteeing  use  by  both  parties. 

Said  legal  docuiTient  shall  be  approved  by  the  City  Attorney  and 

recorded  with  the  County  Clerk  and  Recorder. 

SPACES  REOl.'IPE D 

The  follouir.p,  number  of  off-street  parking  spaces  per  usi'  are  required  in 
all  districts: 

1.  Single  and  mul  t  i-f  anil  1  y  -  one  space  per  unit.* 

2.  Apartments  -  one  space  per  unit. 

J.   Rooming  and  boardin;^  houses  -  two  per  dwolllr.;;  unit  plu.s  one  per 
rooming  un  i  L . 

A.   Fraternity  and  sorori-y  houses  -  t;;rre  r ."  r  <:;acn  five  rcsld^'nts  or 
one  per  each  2C0  square  feet  of  gross  i ! o . r  area  whichever  is 
greater. 

5.  Hotels  and  motels  -  one  space  per  cac!-!  room  for  rent. 

6.  All  commercial  uses  -  the  nur::-ber  derived  by  r.vjl  t  i  p  1  y  i  ;,>;  the  fjctor 
in  the  following  Parking  Factor  Table  by  'he    tot;il  square  footas.'(. 
in  thousands  in  the-  building  and  sh^ll  be  figured  :  o  the  nearf-.t 
5i;igle  place  decimal: 

♦One  space  as  required  rriay  be  within  the  drivewny  are.i  . 
EX.\MPLE: 

#1   Bank  building  -  2250  square  feet 
(Table  Factor  Is  4.5) 

2.2  (square  feet  in  thousands)  times  ^ . ':■    (sisblp  factor)  = 
9.9  or  10  parking  spaces. 

ff2      Medical  Office  Building  -  3125  square  feet 

(Table  Factor  is  3.8) 

3.1  (square  feet  in  thou. •:  and  s)  time  3.8  (lablo  factor)  = 
11.78  or  12  parking  spaces. 

/.   All  industrial  uses  -  one  cp,,ce  per  ouch  two  employees  or  combined 
employment  of  the  lar>;est  successive  shift  cr  a  factor  cf  1  .  i^    times 
the  square  footage  of  the  buildi!y,;  in  -!,,,us,inds  (figured  as  snown 
above)  whichever  is  greater. 
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PAJ'.KING  FACTOR  Tz\3LE 


Auto  and  equipment  sales 

Auto  service,  tire  service,  body  shops  and  pIuT.bing 

heating  and  electrical  shops 
Bowling  alley  and  similar  entertainment  enterorises 
Churches 

Deparcment  and  clothing  stores 
Drive-ins 
Furniture  stores 
General  busir,'.;ss  -  ffl 


^rocf: 


&    drL.2 


^Jeneral    biisines.->    -    c2    - 


j;  o  o  d  s  ,  h  J  r  d  v;  a  i'  c  a  r. 
met  t-r  supp  1  y  ,  p.i  i  -: 
11  p  h  o  1  St »'  r  V  a  n  d  i";  ,.■>  i 
Medical  offices,  clinics  jnd  hospitais 
Offices,  ba:i!<-.s,  utility  cumpanies,  birh'.r 
Public  t'atin;^  and/or  firinking  r  s  t  ab  1 1  :;h:i^f  ■' 
Theaters    (excludirig    C'jL.;ocr) 
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FIGURE    ONE    PARKING    niAGRAM 
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